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(Chapter 1.2).
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4 See Chapter 6.6.
5 See Chapter 7.6.2.
6 See Chapter 8.5.
7 See Chapter 9.5.
8 See Chapter 9.3.5.
9 See Chapter 7.5.2.
10 Bax, D. Die buitenkant van Kaapstad se twee kerke aan die ou Heerengracht. 
Bulletin of the Simon van der Stel Foundation. Vol 5. September 1965; and 
Bax. D. Nederlandse invloed op de oudste Kaapse kerkgebouwen. Bulletin van de 
Koninkliike Nederlandsche Oudheidkundige Bond. Vol 71. No 1, 1972.
11 Fransen, H. Die Kaapse "preekkerk" en sy oorsprong. South African Journal of 
Cultural and Art History. Vol 3, No 4, October 1989.
12 See Chapter 9.3.4.
13 Hugo. A M and Van der Bijl, J. Die Kerk van Stellenbosch 1686-1963. Cape 
Town, 1963.
14 Walton J. Water-mills, windmills and horse-mills of South Africa. Cape Town,
1974.
15 See Chapters 7.3.4, 9.3.5 and 9.4.3.
16 Smuts. F. Stellenbosch Three Centuries. Stellenbosch, 1979.
17 See Chapter 9.2.3.
18 Walton, J. Old Cane Farmsteads. Cape Town, 1989.
19 Vos, H N. An historical and archaeological nersnective of colonial Stellenbosch 
1680-1860. Stellenbo.sch, 1993.
20 See Chapters 6.3.1 and 6.3.2.
21 Abrahams, G. The Grand Parade, Cape Town: archaeological excavations of the 
seventeenth century Fort de Goede Hoop. South African Archaeological Bulletin. 
Vol 48. 1993.
22 See Chapter 6.6.2.
23 Hall, M. Halkett, D, Huigen van Beek. P J and Klose, J. "A stone wall out of the 
earth that thundering cannon cannot destroy"? Bastion and moat at the Castle, Cape 
Town. Social Dynamics. Vol 16, No 1, 1990.
24 Schrire, C, Cruz-Uribe, K and Klose, J. The site history of the historical site at 
Oudepost 1, Cape. South African Archaeological Society Goodwin Series. Vol 7, 
1993.
25 See Chapter 10.4.1.
26 Robertson, M. De Post Huys, Muizenberg: South Africa's oldest existing inhabited 
dwelling. Lantern. April 1983.
27 See Chapter 8.6.
28 Vos, H N. An historical and archaeoloiiical perspective of colonial Stellenbosch 
1680-1860. Stellenbosch, 1993.
29 See Chapters 9.3.3, 9.3.4 and 9.3.5.
30 Marked, A B. Building on the past; the architecture and archaeology of 
Vergelegen. South African Archaeological Society Goodwin Series. Vol 7, 1993.
31 See Chapter 9.5.
32 Hall. M. Brink. Y and Malan, A. Onrust 87/1; an early colonial farm complex in 
the Western Cape. South African Archaeological Bulletin. Vol 43, 1988.
33 Hall, M, Malan, A, Amman, S, Honeyman, L, Ki.ser, T and Ritchie, G. The 
archaeology of Paradise. South African Archaeological Society Goodwin Series.
Vol 7, 1993.
34 Although beyond the period encompassed by this thesis, and therefore not 
addressed in the architectural evidence (Part 2), Paradijs is of interest in that it 
began as an asymmetrically planned house, suggesting that the "symmetrical three- 
roomed cell" had not yet been generally established as the first stage of the 
incremental development of an individual house. This is of relevance to the 
argument against an evolutionary development presented later.
35 See Chapter 8.3.1c.
36 Visser, D. The rebuilding of Newlands House after the fire of 1981; Restoration as 
Hi.storical Research. Architecture SA. January/February 1989.
37 Brink, Y. The octagon; an icon of Willem Adriaan van der Stefs aspirations?
South African Archaeological Society Goodwin Series. Vol 7, 1993.
38 Brink. Y. The voorhuis as a central element in early Cape houses. Social 
Dynamics. Vol 16, No 1, 1990.
39 Woodward, C S. The interior of the Cane house 1670-1714. Pretoria, 1982.
40 Authors subscribing to the evolutionary theory are Walton, De Bosdari, Fransen 
and Cook, and Obholzer, as outlined in the literature review (Chapter 1.2).
41 Walton, J. South African Home.steads. Country Life. Oct 13, 1950.
42 Walton, J. Homesteads and Villages of South Africa. Pretoria, 1952.
43 The use of "Renaissance" rather than "Classicism" follows Benevolo's definition of 
the term as covering the whole period extending from c l420 to 1750 (Benevolo. L. 
The Architecture of the Renaissance. Volume 1. London; Routledge and Kegan 
Paul, 1978. ppl & 4-5).
44 See Chapters 7.2.1 and 7.2.2.
45 Lewcock, R B. Recent Research into Cape Architecture. Bulletin van de 
Koninkliike Nederland,sche Oudheidkundige Bond. Jaargang 64, Aflevering 5.
1965, pl70.
46 This edict was sent in a letter from Amsterdam dated the 30th October 1706 
(Leibbrandt, H C V. Letters received. 1695-1708. Cape Town. 1896, pp433-434).
but was only received at the Cape in 1707 and presented to Wilhem Adriaen van 
der Stel on the 14th June (Boeseken, A J. Resolusies van die Politieke Raad:
Peel IV. 1707-1715. Cape Town, 1962, pp2-,3; and Leibbrandt, H C V. Journal, 
1699-17,^2. Cape Town, 1896, pl25).
47 See Chapter 9.5.
48 The demolition of Vergelegen had been commenced by the 30th April 1709 
(Boe,seken, A J. Resolusies van die Politieke Raad. Peel IV, 1707-1715. Cape 
Town, 1962, pp98-99; and Leibbrandt, H C V. Journal, 1699-1732. Cape Town, 
1896, pp 188-189).
49 See literature review (Chapter 1.2).
50 Walton, J. Old Cane Farmsteads. Cape Town, 1989. For the continued existence of 
asymmetrical longhouses, see Chapters 1.2 and 9.2.4.
51 Peetz, J. In small things forgotten. New York, 1977.
52 Classic, H. Folk Housing in Middle Viriiinia. Knoxville, 1975.
53 For further reference to the North American comparison, see Chapter 1.3.1, pl4 
and Chapter 5. p70.
54 Peetz, J. In small things foniotten. New York, 1977, p5.
55 Classic notes that even after the Ceorgian exemplar had been introduced to 
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which emulated this type. (Classic, H. Folk Housing in Middle Virginia. Knoxville, 
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56 Lewcock, R B. Recent Research into Cape Architecture. Bulletin van de 
Koninkliike Nederlandsche Oudheidkundige Bond. Jaargang 64. Aflevering 5,
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62 See Chapter 9.5. These also correspond in type with the triple-aisled plan of Simon 
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Dynamics. Vol 16, No 1. 1990.
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1990.
66 For the Schreuder house, see Chapter 9.3.5. In the case of Paradijs. the inventory 
correlates far more convincingly with the two parallel ranges of rooms of its last 
stage of development than with the T-plan which has been proposed as its second 
stage.
67 Glassie, H. Folk Housing in Middle Virginia. Knoxville: The University of 
Tennessee Press, 1975, pp 13-16.
68 Brink, Y. The voorhuis as a central element in early Cape houses. Social 
Dynamics. Vol 16, No 1, 1990.
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71 An example is Shell's recent work on the social history of Cape slavery (Shell.
R C-H. Children of Bondage. A Social History of the Slave Society at the Cane of 
Good Hope, 1652-1838. Johanne.sburg, 1994).
This work is of interest as regards the documentary evidence of slave matters 
relating to architecture, but is misleading in the conclusions drawn from this 
evidence. Shell devotes a chapter to "Arson and Architecture" (Shell. Ch 9) in 
which he proposes that "Cape architecture" developed as a response to the 
"defensive, managerial, even hegemonic considerations" brought about by the 
institution of slavery (Shell. pp247-248).
This chapter, however, contains many serious inaccuracies, the most notable of 
which concerns the slave lodge itself. The "rooms" .set aside for "lunatics" in 1710 
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Leibbrandt in the reference quoted by Shell (see Chapter 7.5.6).
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1 Walton. J. Homesteads and Villages of South Africa. Pretoria, 1952, p9.
2 Biermann, B E. A contribution to the study of the origins of colonial architecture at 
the Cape. Cape Town, 1952.
3 Van der Meulen. J. Die euronaische Grundlage der Kolonialarchitektur am Kan der 
Guten Hoffnung. Marburg. 1962.
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NOTES TO CHAPTER 7.1
1 Todeschini and Le Grange both attribute the plan of Cape Town to a type developed 
from the "bastides" of the late Middle Ages, and the former also draws 
comparisons with the Spanish towns of Latin America built according to the "Laws 
of the Indies". (Todeschini. F. Cape Town; Physical planning traditions of a 
settlement in transition. Architecture SA. March/April 1994, p32; and Le 
Grange. L. Cape Town - reconstructing public space. Architecture SA. 
September/October 1994, pp23-24).
Neither states explicitly that the town was not designed as a colonial settlement 
from the outset, nor do they provide convincing evidence for their precedents.
The Medieval bastidal arrangement had already been superseded by Renaissance 
planning types, and the Dutch would have been averse to Spanish plans owing to 
political and religious antipathy. Moreover, Cape Town displays none of the major 
characteristics of either of these two formulae, except that the streets are 
orthogonally related at right angles to each other.
The decision to follow an orthogonal grid in the incremental development of the 
town is far more likely to have been derived from a knowledge of the ideal towns 
designed by Albrecht Durer in 1527 [Fig 36] and Simon Stevin in 1660 [Fig 37|. 
Both were based on Italian models derived from interpretations of Vitruvius, and 
are therefore of Classical rather than Medieval origin.
As far as the "Laws of the Indies" are concerned. Crouch, Garr and Mundigo 
reveal that these were inspired by the intellectual principles of Vitruvius described 
in Renaissance treatises. Their practical implementation was influenced by the 
remains of the Roman colonial towns still extant in Iberia (Crouch. D P. Garr, D J 
and Mundigo, A I. Spanish city planning in North America. Cambridge (Mass), 
1982, ppxvi, xvii. 2, 32 & 40). Their only reference to the bastidal towns was on 
p39, where they state that the Spanish predecessors of the colonial towns "may have 
been influenced" by these orthogonal Medieval plans.
2 Leibbrandt. FI C V. Letters and documents received. 1649-1662. Part 1. Cape Town. 
1898. pp28-33.
3 Thom. H B. Journal of Jan van Rieheeck: Volume 1. 1651-1655. Cape Town,
1952, pp36-37.
4 Thom. Journal. Vol 1, pp51-52.
5 Thom, Journal. Vol 1, p53.
6 Thom, Journal. Vol I. p57. Further mention of work on the entrenchments was 
made on the 8th and 10th July 1656 (Thom, H B. Journal of Jan van Rieheeck:
Vol II. 1656-1658. Cape Town, 1954, p48), and on the 28th June 1657 (Thom, 
Journal. Vol II, p i26).
7 Thom, Journal. Vol I, pl63.
8 Raven-Hart, A. Cape Good Hope 1652-1702: The first 50 years t)f Dutch 
colonisation as seen by callers. Cape Town, 1971. Vol 1, pp38-39.
9 Thom, H B. Journal of Jan van Rieheeck: Volume I. 1651-1655. Cape Town,
1952, p341. Further mention ot the planting ot trees as windbreaks around the 
garden was made on the 30th August 1656 (Thom, H B. Journal of Jan van 
Rieheeck: Vol II. 1656-1658. Cape Town, 1954, p58), and on the 9th July 1657 
(Thom, Journal. Vol II, p i28).
10 Thom. H B. Journal of Jan van Rieheeck: Vol 11, 1656-1658. Cape Town. 1954. 
p58.
11 Leibbrandt, H C V. Letters and documents received. 1649-1662. Part II, Cape 
Town. 1899, p328.
12 Thom. H B. Journal of Jan van Rieheeck: Vol II. 1656-1658. Cape Town. 1954, 
pp31-32; and Boeseken. A J. Resolusies van die Politieke Raad: Peel I. 1651-1669. 
Cape Town, 1957, pp69-72. See also Chapter 7.2.1. p203.
13 Thom, Journal. Vol II, pp34-35; and Boe.seken, Resolusies. Vol I, pp73-74. See 
also Chapter 7.2.1. p203.
14 Thom, Journal. Vol II, pp317-320.
15 Raven-Hart, A. Cape Good Hope 1652-1702: The first 50 years of Dutch 
colonisation as seen hv callers. Cape Town, 1971. Vol 1, p49. This is a 
surprisingly early reference to masonry walls, suggesting that the freeburghers' 
houses referred to were those in the incipient town and not those on the Peninsula.
16 Leibbrandt, H C V. Letters despatched from the Cane. 1652-1662. Vol III, Cape 
Town, 1900, plO l.
17 This plan (M2/18) is misleadingly given the date of c l660 by the Cape Archives, 
but it almost certainly dates from late 1658 or early 1659, as outlined in Note 18, 
below.
18 The differences between the two plans are best described with reference to the 
legend of M2/19 [Fig 42], which is ba.sed on that of the earlier M2/18 [Fig 411.
The earlier plan (M2/18) differs from the later drawing (M2/19) as follows:- 
Caption D. The Company's water-mill shown on M2/19 does not appear on M2/18, 
despite having been built in 1659. Caption D on the earlier plan (M2/18) refers to 
the Company’s horse-mill (completed in July 1657 and abandoned in 1659), which 
is shown below and adjoining the stable E. This appears on the later drawing 
(M2/19) with parallel hipped roofs, suggesting that the mill was incorporated into 
the stable after it had fallen into disuse.
Caption M. The two new Company's gardens closest to the mountain, shown on 
M2/19, do not appear in M2/18.
Caption R. The freeburghers' brick-kiln is described as empty in the later drawing 
(M2/19). rather than full as in the earlier one (M2/18).
Caption S. The houses of the freeburghers shown in the later drawing (M2/19) are 
omitted from the earlier one (M2/18). Apart from the gardener's house shown on 
earlier drawings, the only residential building depicted on M2/18 is the lodging 
house and tavern of Jan van Harwaerden (described as the ensign's house in the 
caption on M2/18), He was given permission to erect this building in October 1657, 
but had to relinquish it after his promotion to ensign in September 1658. However,
it was noted in April 1659 that his widow was completing it after his death in 
February 1659.
Caption W. The extensive new freeburghers' lands to the st)uth of the Fort do not 
appear on M2/18 and are not mentioned in its legend.
Caption X. The freeburghers' new tile- and brick-kiln does not appear on M2/18 or 
in its legend.
Caption Y. The Company's lime-kiln does not appear on the earlier legend 
(M2/18). although it is also omitted on the later drawing (M2/19).
The differences between these two plans provide a limited dating span for M2/18. 
The earliest possible date is September 1658 (the date of the ensign's promotion), 
and the latest possible date is February 1659 (the date of his death). It is probable, 
therefore, that it dates from late 1658 or early 1659, thus correlating with the 
evidence provided by the mills. The two plans agree in all other respects.
19 For pig breeding, .see Chapter 7.6.3, pp330-331.
20 See Chapter 7.3.1, p237.
21 These grants, together with two others made by 1662, will be discussed below in 
relation to the 1665 plan of the town (see Note 32).
22 Leibbrandt. H C V. Letters and documents received. 1649-1662. Part II, Cape 
Town, 1899, p i78.
23 Leibbrandt. H C V. Letters despatched from the Cane. 1652-1662. Vol III, Cape 
Town. 1900, p214.
24 Leibbrandt, Letters despatched. 1652-1662. Vol III. p237.
25 This land grant will also be detailed below in relation to the 1665 map of the town 
(see Note 32).
26 Boe.seken, A J. Dagregister en Briewe van Zacharias Wagenaer, 1662-1666.
Pretoria, 1973, p320. See also Chapter 7.6.1, p315.
27 Boe.seken, Dagregister en Briewe. pp 158-159.
28 Boeseken, Dagregister en Briewe. p352. See also Chapter 7.3.6. p254.
29 Raven-Hart, A. Cane Good Hope 1652-1702: The first 50 years of Dutch 
colonisation as seen by callers. Cape Town, 1971, Vol 1, pp79-82.
30 Boeseken, A J. Dagregi.ster en Briewe van Zacharias Wagenaer, 1662-1666.
Pretoria, 1973, p202; and Leibbrandt, H C V. Journal. 1662-1670. Cape Town, 
1901, ppl47-148.
31 Boeseken. Dagregister en Briewe. pp415-424.
32 Leibbrandt, H C V. Letters despatched from the Cape, 1652-1662. Vol HI, Cape 
Town, 1900, pp335-342.
The land grants are as follows, from south to north, with page references from 
Leibbrandt:-
a) Hendrick Hendricksz Boom, on the southern edge of Oliphants Straet: 58 by 140 
feet, granted on the 20th September 1660 (p335).
b) Maerten Jacobsz of Amsterdam, on the northern edge of Oliphants Straet: 22 by 
108 feet, granted on the 20th September 1660. This plot must later have been 
increased in depth, as it is shown on M3/10 (Fig 431 with the standard length ot
140 feet (p337).
c) Elbert Dircx Dieiner of Emmerich, on the southern edge of Reijger.Straet: 37 by 
140 feet, granted on the 20th September 1660 (p335).
d) Johanna Boddijs, widow of the ensign Jan van Harwaerden, between Reijger 
Straet and Heere Straet: 56 by 140 feet, granted on the 20th September 1660 
(pp335-336). She had already been granted a plot of 111 by 321 feet on the 15th 
October 1659 (p327). This was also along the as yet unnamed Heerengracht, and 
must have been reduced in size as more burghers applied for land in the town.
e) To the north of Heere Straet was a vacant plot that had not yet been granted, 
followed by:-
f) Hendrick Hendricksz. of Zeurwaerden: 20 by 140 feet, granted on the 1st 
November 1661 (pp339-340).
g) An earlier plot of the same Hendrick Hendricksz: 40 by 140 feet, granted on the 
20th September 1660 (pp336-337).
h) Jan Maertens de Wacht: 22 by 140 feet, granted on the 20th September 1660
(p336).
i) Wouter Cornelisz. Mostert, at the end of the block and on the southern edge of 
the as yet unnamed Zeestraet: 22 feet by 140 feet, granted on the 20th September
1660 (p336).
j) Jurriaen (sic) Jan.sz. of Amsterdam, facing on to "Zeestraet" and alongside the 
backs of the properties of Mostaert, Maertens and Hendricksz: 22 by 72 feet, 
granted on the 20th September 1660 (p336). This was the first plot not to have a 
frontage on to the "Heerengracht".
k) Another plot of the same Juriaen Jansz., on the northern edge of "Zeestraet" and 
next to the Company's cable store: 16 by 24 feet, granted in loan on the l.st April
1661 (pp338-339). This plot already contained a house erected for the use of the 
free Saldanha traders, but its location cannot be determined on M3/10 [Fig 43j. 
Three freeburghers' plots are shown to the north of "Zeestraet", one of them on the 
site of the cable store itself.
l) A third plot was granted to Jansz. on the 2nd October 1662. This was between 
the properties of Diemer and Jochem Blanck of Liibeck (who had married Van 
Harwaerden's widow), and was 48 by 140 feet (p342). It was therefore in the 
position of the old Reijger Straet, although this is not shown on M3/10 [Fig 43[. It 
also provides a dimension for these first streets, namely a width of 48 feet.
33 The caption for the reservoir is identical to that on the 1660 drawing [Fig 42|:
"Verse Revier daer men water haelt". The fact that the reservoir was m>t annotated 
clearly suggests that it had not yet been built when the plan was initially drawn.
34 Raven-Hart. A. Cane Good Hope 1652-1702: The first 50 years of Dutch 
colonisation as seen by callers. Cape Town, 1971, Vol I, p94. Raven-Hart, 
however, states that there were only sixteen freemen living in the town on the 24th 
September 1666 (Raven-Hart, Cane Good Hope 1652-1702. Vol 2. p525).
35 Raven-Hart, Cape Good Hope 1652-1702, Vol 1, pp 102-103.
36 Leibbrandt. H C V. Journal. 1662-1670. Cape Town. 1901. p263.
37 Leibbrandt, H C V. Journal. 1671-1674 & 1676. Cape Town, 1902, p23.
38 Leibbrandt. Journal. 1671-1676. p9.5.
39 Leibbrandt. Journal. 1671-1676. p250.
40 Leibbrandt, Journal. 1671-1676. p258.
41 Boe.seken, A J. Re.solu.sies van die Politieke Raad: Peel 11. 1670-1680. Cape Town, 
1959. pp 17-20.
42 Leibbrandt. H C V. Journal. 1671-1674 & 1676. Cape Town, 1902, p93.
43 Leibbrandt. Journal. 1671-1676. p i66.
44 Raven-Hart, A. Cane Good Hone 1652-1702: The first 50 years of Dutch 
colonisation as seen by callers. Cape Town, 1971, Vol 1, pp 189-190.
45 Leibbrandt, H C V. Journal. 1671-1674 & 1676. Cape Town, 1902, pp306-307. Its 
location is not given in this entry, but it was the structure shown to the east of the 
Heerengracht in the 1679 plan (M2/21), captioned "P: Siekenhuijs" (.see Note 48, 
below).
46 Boeseken, A J. Resolusies van die Politieke Raad: Peel II. 1670-1680. Cape Town, 
1959, pp216-218.
47 Boeseken, Resolusies, Vol II, pp277-279.
48 M2/21 fFig 45) is undated by the Cape Archives, but given a cautious dating of 
"17th C" by the Algemeen Rijksarchief. An almost identical copy (M2/I7) is given 
the impossible date of 1656 by the Cape Archives, impossible because the projected 
Castle had not even been envisaged by that time. A redrawn version of the same 
plan (M1/377) is given the date of 1693. This date is also given to an enlarged 
portion of M2/17. numbered M1/3323, although a pencilled date of cl670 appears 
in the bottom-right corner. Pearse also illustrates a redrawn version, which he dates 
at c l700.
Given the crucial importance of this plan, the only one showing the development of 
Cape Town between 1660/65 and the middle of the 18th century, it is essential that 
its dating be accurately established :-
Firstly, the hospital (built between 1697 and 1699) is not shown, proving that the 
plan is earlier than c l700.
Secondly, the Castle is shown without its subdividing "cat" wall (erected in 1691), 
thereby disqualifying the 1693 attribution.
Thirdly, the original seaward entrance to the Castle is shown, although it was 
closed in 1682.
Fourthly, the slave lodge was completed in 1680, but the legend states that only its 
foundations had been laid at the time of the drawing.
Fifthly, the proposed demolition of the Governor’s old residence in the Fort and the 
necessity for alternative accommodation for visiting dignitaries was mentioned on 
the 26th April 1679. These correspond with caption "F" in the legend to the plan, 
which states that the "dwellings" will be demolished and the salvaged materials 
u.sed for a hou.se for dignitaries or for an orphanage.
Sixthly, the 1670 attribution can be discounted because the decisions to erect a 
church and a slave lodge were only made in 1677 and 1679 respectively.
A date of 1679 therefore appears to be the most probable.
49 All present street equivalencies are derived from Picard, H W. Gentleman's Walk. 
Cape Town, 1968. ppl6-17.
50 See Chapter 7.5.2, p277.
51 This numerical analysis is based on M2/21 [Fig 48j (Wittebol’s plan sent to 
Holland), with reference to M2/17 (the copy retained at the Cape, which omitted 
most of the lines denoting the presence of lean-to roofs). The latter plan is clearer 
with regard to the overall outlines of the individual houses, although possibly 
over-simplified in some respects. The count of 36 houses has thus been established 
through a reconciliaticm of the information provided by these two drawings.
Fransen counts only "some twenty-five houses" (Fransen, H. Classicism, Baroque. 
Rococo and Neoclassicism at the Cane: an investigation into stylistic modes in the 
architecture and applied arts at the Cane of Good Hope 1652-1820. Unpublished 
doctoral thesis. Pietermaritzburg, 1987, pp45-46). but this could be because he 
appears to have counted only one house on each plot. He probably assumed, 
perhaps correctly, that the plots with more than one building contained out­
buildings in addition to a single house. However, it is not possible to make a firm 
distinction in this regard, and all buildings on plots annotated as "burghers’ houses” 
have therefore been treated as dwellings in the present analysis.
In contrast. Johann Wilhelm Vogel stated in 1679 that there were seventy or eighty 
houses in the town, built "of brick in the Dutch style" (Raven-Hart. A. Cape Good 
Hone 1652-1702: The first 50 years of Dutch colonisation as seen by callers. Cape 
Town, 1971, Vol 1, p212). This, however, was probably an exaggerated e.stimate.
52 The only T-shaped house is depicted as asymmetrical on M2/17, the copy retained 
at the Cape, and moreover is shown with a lean-to rear wing in the plan sent to 
Holland (M2/21). Similar lean-to roofs also compri.se the rearward extensions of a 
number (but not all) of the L-shaped houses depicted in the same drawing.
53 See Chapter 7.3.4, p248 and Chapter 7.3.6, pp254-255.
54 Raven-Hart, A. Cape Good Hone 1652-1702: The first 50 years of Dutch 
colonisation as seen by callers. Cape Town, 1971, Vol 2, p227.
55 Raven-Hart, Cape Good Hope 1652-1702. Vol 2. p525.
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conceivably have influenced Constantia, but there is no visual evidence to support 
this possibility. The former, moreover, was probably no more than an overseer's 
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Constantia: its history and a description of its architecture and collection.
Cape Town, 1972, pp5-6).
This suggests, moreover, that the land had originally been used by Michielsz for the 
same purpose, and that he had not erected any suhstantial buildings on it. Three 
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made in the dark and his coach arrived only at midnight. Besides, given that Van 
der Stel's cattle posts extended a further sixty Dutch miles eastwards, he could
hardly have felt that Vergelegen was on the edge of civilization.
Marked states, moreover, that the "walled octagonal garden, whether it was 
perceived as fortress or as plea.sure garden, was a demonstration of power" 
(Marked, Vergelegen. pp80-8l). It is unlikely that it was perceived as either, nor 
was it a pleasure garden. It was a citrus orchard planted to obscure the sight and 
odour of the animal ench)sures surrounding it, and was at the back rather than the 
front of the house. With the knowledge that the house faced away from the 
octagon, with an unprotected front facade, the fortress analogy becomes 
untenable.
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NOTES TO CHAPTER 10.1
1 See Chapter 9.2.1.
2 St Helena Bay was first inspected on the 24th September 1652 (Thom, H B. Journal 
of Jan van Rieheeck: Volume 1. 1651-1655. Cape Town, 1952, p6I; and Boeseken, 
A J. Resolusies van die Politieke Raad: Peel 1, 1651-1669. Cape Town. 1957, 
pp7-8). However, an unfavourable report was received on the 14th November 
(Thom. Journal. Vol 1, pp81-99). Another report was submitted on the 8th 
November 1672, suggesting that a fort should be erected there (Leibbrandt, H C V. 
Journal, 1671-1674 & 1676. Cape Town, 1902, p88), but no further action was 
taken in this regard.
3 The evidence for the buildings on the islands is derived solely from contemporary 
verbal and visual sources. Those at Saldanha Bay, however, although hardly 
addressed in contemporary sources, have been the subject of archaeological 
excavation.
NOTES TO CHAPTER 10.2
1 It was suggested on the 24th November 1652 that the Khoi leader "Harry" should 
be banished to the island together with his wife, his children and his followers 
(Thom. H B. Journal of Jan van Rieheeck: Volume I. 1651-1655. Cape Town,
1952, ppl02-103).
However, the first mention of a convict actually being sentenced to banishment 
there was only on the 15th March 1657, and this sentence was commuted the 
following day (Thom, H B. Journal of Jan van Rieheeck: Volume II. 1656-1658. 
Cape Town, 1954, pplOl-102). It was mentioned on the 29th May 1657, though, 
that three exiles had been banished to the island (Thom, Journal. Vol II, pl21).
2 The first sheep were taken over on the 14th May 1653 (Thom, H B. Journal of Jan 
van Rieheeck: Volume I. 1651-1655. Cape Town, 1952, pl56).
3 The suitability of the anchorage was first mentioned on the 21st February 1654 
(Leibbrandt, H C V. Letters despatched from the Cane, 1652-1662. Vol I, Cape 
Town, 1900, p226).
4 First mentioned on the 18th March 1654 (Thom, H B. Journal of Jan van Rieheeck: 
Volume L 1651-1655. Cape Town, 1952, pp219-220). A train-oil boiler had been 
erected by the 30th March 1654 (Thom. Journal. Vol I, pp220-223), but there is no 
further reference to this activity until the 11th March 1710, when a resumption of 
the industry was suggested (Leibbrandt, H C V. Journal. 1699-1732. Cape Town, 
1896. p232).
5 A garden was first suggested on the 18th March 1654 (Thom, H B. Journal of Jan 
van Rieheeck: Volume 1. 1651-1655. Cape Town, pp219-220; and Boeseken, A J. 
Resolusies van die Politieke Raad: Peel I, 1651-1669. Cape Town. 1957, pp32-33).
6 The first rabbits were sent to the island on the 3rd April 1654 (Leibbrandt, H C V.
Letters despatched from the Cape. 1652-1662. Vol I. Cape Town. 1900, 
pp244-246).
7 The collecting of shells was first mentioned on the 5th June 1655 (Thom, H B. 
Journal of Jan van Rieheeck: Volume I, 1651-1655. Cape Town, 1952, p316), and 
continued on a regular basis throughout the period of this thesis. See also 
Chapter 11.3.2.
8 The first lime-kiln on the island was established on the 6th June 1655 (Thom, H B. 
Journal of Jan van Rieheeck: Volume 1, 1651-1655. Cape Town, 1952, pp316-317). 
See also Chapter 11.3.3.
9 Stone quarrying was fir.st mentioned on the 29th May 1657 (Leibbrandt, H C V. 
Letters despatched from the Cape, 1652-1662. Vol 11, Cape Town, 1900,
pp321-322), but it was found on the 19th July that the stone disintegrated in the rain 
(Thom, H B. Journal of Jan van Rieheeck: Volume II. 1656-1658. Cape Town,
1954, pp 132-134; and Boeseken, A J. Resolusies van die Politieke Raad: Peel I, 
1651-1669. Cape Town, 1957, pp 106-107). The quarrying of lime,stone was 
suggested on the 28th February 1667 (Leibbrandt, H C V. Journal. 1662-1670.
Cape Town, 1901, p214), and the first mention of slate being quarried was made on 
the 17th September 1671 (Leibbrandt, H C V. Journal. 1671-1674 & 1676. Cape 
Town, 1902, p26). The latter was to become a major industry on the island.
10 The beacon fire was first suggested on the 16th April 1657 (Leibbrandt, H C V. 
Letters and documents received. 1649-1662. Part 11, Cape Town, 1899, p238).
11 Pig breeding on the island was first mentioned on the 24th November 1659 (Thom, 
H B. Journal of Jan van Rieheeck: Volume III, 1659-1662. Cape Town, 1958, 
ppl56-157).
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Raad: Peel 1, 1651-1669. Cape Town, 1957, pp296-299).
4 With a salary of 18 guilders a month (Boeseken, A J. Resolusies van die Politieke 
Raad: Peel 1. 1651-1669. Cape Town, 1957, pp341-348).
5 With a salary of 15 guilders a month (Boeseken, A J. Resolusies van die Politieke 
Raad: Peel 11. 1670-1680. Cape Town. 1670-1680, pp54-57).
6 With a salary of 16 guilders a month (Boeseken, A J. Resolusies van die Politieke 
Raad: Peel 111. 1681-1707. Cape Town, 1961, p318).
7 Leibbrandt, H C V. Letters despatched. 1696-1708. Cape Town, 1896. p345.
NOTES TO CHAPTER 12.7
1 Thom, H B. Journal of Jan van Riebeeck: Volume I, 1651-1655. Cape Town,
1952, p2. His salary was 25 guilders a month, as mentioned in the muster-roll of 
the 31st May 1657 (Leibbrandt, H C V. Letters despatched from the Cape, 1652- 
1662. Vol 111, Cape Town, 1900, p287).
2 Thom, H B. Journal of Jan van Riebeeck: Volume 11, 1656-1658. Cape Town, 
1954, pp34-35: and Boe.seken, A J. Resolusies van die Politieke Raad: Peel 1, 
1651-1669. Cape Town. 1957, pp73-74.
3 Thom. Journal. Vol II, p i55.
4 Boeseken, A J. Resolusies van die Politieke Raad: Peel I. 1651-1669. Cape Town, 
1957. p324.
5 Thom, H B. Journal of Jan van Riebeeck: Volume IL 1656-1658. Cape Town, 
1954. pp332-334; and Boe.seken, Resolusies. Vol I, ppl67-168.
6 Thom. Journal. Vol II, p386. It appears, though, that he was only a "master 
gardener workman", as revealed in the 1658 list of deceased Company's servants 
(Leibbrandt, H C V. Letters despatched from the Cape, 1652-1662. Vol III, Cape 
Town, 1900, p308), and indicated by his low salary. It seems, however, that he 
acted as chief gardener, as no other person was mentioned in this position between 
1657 and 1659.
7 The precise date of his promotion is not given, but he was mentioned as a "master 
gardener" in the muster-roll of the 5th March 1659 (Leibbrandt, H C V. Letters 
despatched from the Cane, 1652-1662. Vol III. Cape Town, 1900. p295). He left 
the post n> become a free gardener on the 15th May 1660 (Thom, H B. Journal of 
Jan van Riebeeck: Volume III. 1659-1662. Cape Town, 1958, pp367-368; and 
Boeseken, A J. Resolusies van die Politieke Raad: Peel 1, 1651-1669. Cape Town, 
1957, p261).
8 Confirmed on the 23rd March 1661, with a salary of 25 guilders a month (Thom,
H B. Journal of Jan van Riebeeck: Volume 111. 1659-1662. Cape Town. 1958, 
pp367-368; and Boeseken, A J. Resolusies van die Politieke Raad: Peel 1, 1651-
1669. Cape Town. 1957, p261). He died after a short illness on the 2nd March 
1662 (Thom, Journal. Vol 111, p482).
9 Confirmed on the 15th April 1662, with a salary of 25 guilders a month (Thom,
H B. Journal of Jan van Riebeeck: Volume 111. 1659-1662. Cape Town, 1958, 
pp487-490; and Boeseken, A J. Resolusies van die Politieke Raad: Peel I. 1651- 
1669. Cape Town. 1957, pp277-279). He was last mentioned on the 10th April 
1665. when his salary was increased to 36 guilders a month (Boeseken, Resolusies. 
Vol 1. p324-330). He had been second gardener under Hendrick Boom, and had 
also taken his discharge in October 1657 (Leibbrandt, H C V. Letters despatched 
from the Cane, 1652-1662. Vol III, Cape Town, 1900. p264). However, he had 
returned to the Company's service by 1660, once again as second gardener 
(Leibbrandt, Letters despatched. 1652-1662. Vol 111. p298), prior to his promotion.
10 Confirmed on the 15th March 1669, with a salary of 20 guilders a month 
(Boeseken, A J. Resolusies van die Politieke Raad: Peel I, 1651-1669. Cape Town, 
1957. pp.384-387).
11 Promoted to chief gardener on the 11th April 1672, with a salary of 20 guilders a 
month (Boeseken, A J. Resolusies van die Politieke Raad: Peel 11. 1670-1680.
Cape Town. 1959, pp77-81).
12 First mentioned on the 16th October 1705 (Leibbrandt, H C V. Journal. 1699-1732. 
Cape Town, 1896. p82).
13 The first reference to Hartogh in his capacity as farm manager at Vergelegen 
appears in the freeburghers' petition against Wilhem Adriaen van der Stel, which 
the Governor him,self published in his own "defence" (Van der Stel, W A. Korte 
Deductie. Amsterdam, 1708, pp45-46).
14 Van der Heiden, J and Tas, A. Contra-Deductie ofte Grondige Demonstratie Van 
de valsheit der uitgegevene Deductie. Amsterdam, 1712, pp4-5. This entry also 
refers to him as "Stedehouder" at Vergelegen.
15 As mentioned on the 20th August 1709 (Boeseken, A J. Resolusies van die Politieke 
Raad: Peel IV, 1707-1715. Cape Town, 1962, ppl06-107).
16 When appointed leader of a cattle-trading expedition (Boeseken, A J. Resolusies 
van die Politieke Raad: Peel IV. 1707-1715. Cape Town. 1962, ppl83-185; and 
Leibbrandt, H C V. Journal. 1699-1732. Cape Town, 1896. p243).
17 Mentioned as "master gardener" in Leibbrandt (Leibbrandt, H C V. Letters 
despatched. 1696-1708. Cape Town. 1896 p326). but as chief gardener at 
Nieuwland in the "Contra-Deductie" (Van der Heiden, J and Tas, A. Contra- 
Deductie ofte Grondige Demonstratie Van de valsheit der uitgegevene Deductie. 
Amsterdam. 1712, ppl47-148).
18 Boeseken. A J. Resolusies van die Politieke Raad: Peel III, 1681-1707. Cape 
Town. 1961. pp311-312.
19 Valentyn, F. Beschrvvinge van de Kaap der Goede Hoop met de zaaken daar toe 
behoorende (English translation). Cape Town, 1971, Part 1, ppl 16117.
NOTES TO CHAPTER 12.8
1 Boxer also provides salary scales for VOC personnel. These agree with those 
derived here from the promotion lists, but also give the salaries of the 
"Predikanten" (ffiO-100, equal to Senior Merchants) and the "Krank-bezoekers" and 
"Ziekentroosters" or sick-comforters (t30-36), which do not appear in the 
Resolutions (Boxer, C R. The Dutch Seaborne Empire 1600-1800. London, 1965, 
pp300-302).
2 See Chapter 12.1.
3 See Chapter 12.2.
4 See Chapter 12.4.
5 See Chapter 12.7.
6 See Chapter 12.3.1.
7 Leibbrandt, H C V. Letters and documents received. 1649-1662. Part 1. Cape 
Town. 1898. ppl30-132.
8 Leibbrandt, Letters received. 1649-1662. Part I, p290.
9 Valentyn, F. Beschryvinge van de Kaan der Goede Hoone in "Oud en Nieuw Post 
Indien". Amsterdam. 1726, Vol 5. pp f. 134 & f. 147; and Valentyn, F.
Beschryvinge van de Kaan der Goede Hoop met de zaaken daar tc^ e behoorende 
(English translation). Cape Town, 1973, Part II. p251.
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221 Developmental sequence of Callebassen Craal (Vos)
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223 View of Stellenbosch and its outlying farms, 1710 (Stade)
224 View of Oude Molen (right) and Bergzicht (left), 1710 (Stade)
225 View of the Drakenstein colony, 1710 (Stade)
226 View of the houses of Drakenstein, 1710 (Stade)
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228 Van der Stel's depiction of Vergelegen (Bogaert)
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229 Plan of Vergelegen (Remkes, in "Contra-Deductie")
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vexcE Le cE N  s l a w  l o o c b
231 Site plan of Vergelegen ("Contra-Deductie")
232 Reconstruction of the slave lodge at Vergelegen (Markell)
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233 Archaeological plan of the slave lodge at Vergelegen (Markell)
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236 Survey plan of the Vergelegen complex, 1991 (detail)
237 Plan of the residence at Vergelegen (traced off measured drawing by Rennie and 
Goddard, Architects, 1991)
238 Vergelegen as reconstructed by Walgate and Pearse
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250 Map of Saldanha Bay, undated
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